The response to the first issue of JIOS 2015 has been gratifying, and on behalf of the entire editorial team, I thank you for the appreciation and encouragement. However, one question that often comes up is "What has happened to the indexing?"
A reasonable question and one that merits serious consideration. With the expansion of the World Wide Web, the search for biomedical information and retrieval depends almost completely on online databases. Inclusion in the relevant abstracting and indexing services is essential, for it opens up a journal and makes it accessible to a wide audience thus improving the journal's reputation and readership as a reliable source of high-quality information in that field.
While the electronic world has opened up a plethora of bibliographic databases for health sciences, it is commonly considered that the most reputed are: MEDLINE, PubMed, ISI, and Scopus. Some like MEDLINE and PubMed are associated with the institution "The National Library of Medicine (NLM)" in the United States. The distinction between MEDLINE, PubMed, and PubMed Central (PMC) is often not clear. MEDLINE is a journal citation database of life sciences and biomedical information first introduced in 1971 and subsequently in 1996 added the "Old Medline" database with coverage of publications between 1950 and 1965. It has stringent quality requirements and differs from PubMed in that it uses the NLM controlled vocabulary, Medical Subject Headings (MeSH ® ) to access journal citations. [1] PubMed is a website launched in 1996 and has the largest collection of open access content including data from the Medline database. [2] MEDLINE is the largest subset of PubMed. PubMed's citations often include links to the full-text article on the publishers' websites and/or in PMC. PMC launched in 2000 is a free digital repository that archives publicly accessible full-text articles. [3] Some databases are associated with publishers, e.g.: Scopus and Embase maintained by Elsevier. Scopus is an abstract and citation database of peer-reviewed literature with tools that track, analyze, and visualize research. It also releases a journal impact factor. [4] Science Citation Index Expanded is a product by Thomson Reuters accessed through the Web of Science. It also provides some data analysis options. [5] Databases should be distinguished from search engines. [6] Google Scholar by Google ® is one of the best-known search engines and though it is quick, user friendly, and gives access to a lot of data, there have been concerns that some of the information can be obscure and often not updated. [7, 8] Also like the rest of the web, it might not readily distinguish between peer reviewed and non peer-reviewed material. [9] PubMed without question is on every journal's wish list and has become synonymous with medical information research. [9] Some reasons are that it is the largest source of open access data and offers a variety of search options. It provides free abstracts and also provides links to full-text articles. It is updated not just with print literature but also with online literature which is released before the print version. [8, 9] In this scenario, what is the status of the JIOS indexing today? At the behest of several respected colleagues, I would like to share the facts as I know it. Some might even consider this a white paper of sorts.
There are definite stages to the indexing process. Once a journal meets the eligibility criteria and applies (to PMC for instance), it is vetted for scientific quality and also goes through a technical evaluation. If accepted, it goes through a preproduction phase and goes live. If the journal does not meet the standards, there is generally an embargo period of 24 months. This varies with the database. We are already indexed in some databases due to the efforts of our predecessors. Lest some might fear that change in editor/ team might disrupt the indexing process already under way, the fact is that our team was more than willing to run forward with the baton handed over by them and the status of PubMed indexing was something we were particularly anxious not to disturb. However, despite repeated requests, we were unable to get any documentation/records from the erstwhile publishers with regards to our application status and had no choice but to conclude with disappointment that we still have "miles to go before we sleep". This and other considerations prompted us to look at other publishing options for the JIOS, and we are proud to be associated with Medknow (Wolters Kluwer) who are one of the largest open access publishers in the world.
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We are advised by our publishers that we have a good way to go before we can strategize for filing an indexing application. The minimum criteria for application are not the same as getting selected in the same. Some important criteria are the scope, strength of the content, regularity of the journal, and ethical/transparent practices in the journal workflow. It is also considered prudent not to restrict publications to a particular region or university and ensure a good national and international diversity of published articles.
Thus, the long roadmap ahead is to develop effective processes to ensure eligibility for indexing. It is also important to remember that the acceptance rate of eligible applications is about 25%. The words of Robert Louis Stevenson seem appropriate. "Don't judge each day by the harvest that you reap but by the seeds that you plant."
We earnestly appeal to all members to support and help us by sharing with the JIOS your best work and expertise.
Yours in IOS Service!

